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DETAILED ACTION 



This communication is in response to applicant's Amendment which is filed April 28, 

2006. 

An amendment to the claims 1-2 and 5-8 has been entered and made of record in the 
application of Beenau et al. for a "biometric safeguard method with a fob" filed March 26, 2004. 

The new set of claims 13-16 are introduced. 
Claims 1-16 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Based upon the applicants submitted a terminal disclaimer, in compliance with 37 C.F.R. 

< 

§ 1.321 (c), therefore the examiner has withdrawn double patenting rejections. 

In view of applicant's amendment to amend the claimsl-2 and 5-8 to obviate the $1 12 

■ 

rejections, therefore, examiner has withdrawn the rejection under 35 U.S.C $1 12, secpnd 
paragraph. 

Applicant's amendment and arguments with respect to claims 1-12, filed April 28, 2006 
have been fully considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kita 
(US# 6,703,918) and in view of Prorock et al. (Pub. No. US2002/01 69673). 

Referring to claim 1 , Kita discloses a method for facilitating biometric security in a 
transponder-reader transaction system (i.e. a portable information system) (column 1 line 64 to 
column 2 line 38; see Figures 1-4), said method comprising: 

detecting a proffered biometric (i.e. fingerprint) at a sensor (8) communicating with said 
system to obtain a proffered biometric sample (i.e. authentication data) (column 4 lines 20 to 59; 
column 10 line 62 to column 1 1 line 14; see Figures 1-3 and 10-11); 

verifying the proffered biometric sample (i.e. authentication data) (column 4 line 60 to 
column 5 line 9; column 6 line 44 to column 7 line 28; column 1 1 lines 15 to 61; see Figures 3 
and 6-7); arid 

authorizing a transaction upon verification of the proffered biometric sample (column 7 
lines 28 to 67; column 1 1 lines 62 to 68; see Figures 6-7 and 10-11). 
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However, Kita did not explicitly disclose determining whether a transaction violates an 
established transaction limitation and notifying a user to proffer a biometric sample to override 
said established transaction limitation. 

In the same field of endeavor of portable information and transaction processing system, 
Prorock et al. teach that determining whether a transaction violates an established transaction 
limitation (i.e. exceeding the maximum limit) and notifying a user to proffer a biometric sample 
(i.e. fingerprint) to override said established transaction limitation (page 2; paragraph 0019 to 
0020; see Figures 2 and 4) in order to check or verify authorization of each transaction violates 
the maximum limitation. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to recognize using biometric information of a manager to override a predetermined preset 
transaction limit taught by Prorock et al. in a portable information equipment authentication 
device of Kita because verifying a biometric information of a manager to override a preset 
transaction limits would improve security and increase efficiently of using a portable electronic 
device in a general transaction system. 

Referring to claim 2, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Prorock et 
al. disclose wherein said step of determining whether a transaction violates an established 
transaction limitation includes determining whether said transaction is at least one of a purchase 
exceeding an established per purchase spending limit (page 1; paragraph 0002; see Figures 1-4). 
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Referring to claim 3, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Prorock et 
al. disclose wherein said step of notifying includes providing notification by at least one of an 
audible signal, visual signal, blinking, signaling and beeping to said user (page 2; paragraph 
0020; see Figures 1-4). 

Referring to claim 4, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Kita 
discloses wherein said step of detecting further includes detecting a proffered biometric (i.e. a 
fingerprint) at a sensor (8) (i.e. a fingerprint sensor section) configured to communicate with said 
system (32) via at least one of a transponder (6) (i.e. a radio communication section) (column 4 
line 20 to column 5 line 9; see Figures 1-3 and 10-11). 

Referring to claim 5, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Kita 
discloses wherein said step of detecting includes at least one of: detecting, storing, and 
processing a proffered biometric sample (i.e. authentication data) (column 4 line 20 to column 5 
line 9; see Figures 1-3 and 10-11). 

Referring to claim 6, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Kita 
discloses wherein said step of detecting further includes receiving a finite number of proffered 
biometric samples during a transaction (column 4 line 20 to column 5 line 9; column 10 line 62 
to column 1 1 line 61; see Figures 1-3 and 10-11). 
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Referring to claim 7, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1 5 Kita 
discloses wherein said step of detecting includes logging each proffered biometric sample (i.e. 
authentication data) (column 5 lines 55 to column 6 line 43; column 9 line 66 to column 10 line 

> 

13). 

Referring to claim 8, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Kita 
discloses wherein said step of detecting further includes at least one of detection, processing and 
storing at least one second proffered biometric sample (i.e. authentication data) (column 9 line 66 
to column 10 line 36). 

Referring to claim 9, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Kita 
discloses wherein said step of verifying includes comparing a proffered biometric sample (i.e. 
inputted authentication data) with a stored biometric sample (i.e. organic authentication 
registration data registered in the organic authentication registration data unit 1 54) (column 1 1 
line 42 to 61 ; see Figure 10). 

Referring to claim 10, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 9, Kita 
discloses wherein comparing a proffered biometric sample (i.e. inputted authentication data) with 
a stored biometric sample (i.e. organic authentication registration data) includes comparing a 

♦ 

proffered biometric sample with at least one of a biometric sample of a transponder user (i.e. user 
of a portable information equipment 1) (column 11 line 42 to 61; see Figure 10). 
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Referring to claim 1 1, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, Kita 
discloses wherein said step of verifying includes verifying a proffered biometric sample using 
information contained on at least one of a local database (i.e. an organic authentication 
registration data at the equipment 154) (column 1 1 line 42 to 61; see Figure 10). 

Referring to claim 12, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1 , Kita 
discloses wherein said step of verifying includes verifying a proffered biometric scan sample (i.e. 
inputted authentication data) using one of a protocol/sequence controller (152) (i.e. a control 

* 

circuit) and a third-party security vendor (37) (i.e. service business) (column 5 line 40 to column 
7 line 52; column 10 line 62 to column 1 1 line 67; see Figure 1-7 and 10-1 1). 

Referring to claim 16, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 9, Prorock 
et al. discloses wherein said stored biometric sample is stored by one of a third-party biometric 
security vendor (pages 1-2, paragraph 0015; see Figure 4). 

Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kita (US# 
6,703,918) in further view of Prorock et al. (PUB NO: 2002/0169673 Al) as applied to Claim 1 
above, and in further view of Griswold et al. (US# 6,629,591). 

Referring to claim 13, Kita in view of Prorock et al. disclose method of claim 1, 
however, Kita in view of Prorock et al. did not explicitly disclose further whether said proffered 



* 
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biometric sample is associated with a preset transaction limitation independent of said 
established transaction with a financial account. 

In the same field of endeavor of portable electronic device, Griswold et aL teach that 
determining whether said biometric sample (i.e. biometric information of user) is associated with 
a preset transaction limitation (column 9 lines 30 to 55; see Figure 5) in order to authorize to 
proceed with the requested transaction. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to recognize using biometric information associated with a predetermined preset 
transaction limit taught by Griswold et al. in a portable information equipment authentication 
device of Kita in view of Prorock et al. because verifying a biometric information associated 
with a preset transaction limits would improve security of using a portable electronic device and 
to minimize time spent accessing a user accounts. 

Referring to claim 14, Kita in view of Prorock et al. and Griswold et al. disclose method 
of claim 13, Prorock et al. disclose wherein said step of determining whether a transaction 
violates an established transaction limitation includes determining whether said transaction is at 
least one of a purchase exceeding an established per purchase spending limit (page 1 ; paragraph 
0002; see Figures 1-4). 

Referring to claim 15, Kita in view of Prorock et al. and Griswold et al. disclose method 
of claim 14, Prorock et al. disclose further comprising requiring a second proffered biometric 
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sample to override said preset transaction limitation (page 2; paragraph 0019 to 0020; see 
Figures 2 and 4). 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Houvener (US# 6,424,249) discloses a positive identity verification system and method 
including biometric user authentication. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nam V Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3061. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:00AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy Garber can be reached on 571- 272-7308. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300 for regular 
communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Nam Nguyen 
May 22, 2006 





